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The Belief of 


WITCHCRAFT 
VINDICATED, 


HE late Tryal and Condemnation of 
Fane Wenbam for a Witch, at Hertford 


Affizes, having occafion’d many and 
various Speculations upon the Subject of Witcb- 
craft, and many that I have convers’d with 
concluding, that there neither is, nor can be 


~ any fuch Ting, I was naturally led into 2 


deeper Search of the Subjeét, than I had either 
Leifure or Inclination to allow my felf before, 
and to confider whether fuch an Opinion, {9 
contrary to that of our Forefathers, and our 
Laws, fo contrary to innumerable Hiftorical 
Matters of Fad, fo contrary to plain‘ Scrip- 
ture, as we find it in our Tranflation, be found- 
ed upon any Reafon that can fupport fo great 
a Weight, as to over-bear all thefe fevera) Ar- 


guments produceable on the contrary Side of | 


the Queftion. Accordingly I drew up fuch 
Confiderations as prefently occurr’d, and con- 
cluded, as I thought, that I had good Reafon 
to believe that Witchcraft was not only poifi- 
ble, but was very credible; but was refolv’d 
not to be fo prepoflefs’d, by my own Obferva- 
tions, as not to be always ready to embrace 
the contrary Opinion, when ever Arguments 

fhould 


- 


| 
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fhould be offer’d, that I could judge ftrong . 
enough to incline me to fuch a Change of my 
Thoughts: When, therefore, fuch a pompous - 
and affuming Title appear’d in the Advertife- 
ments of a Book, as plainly proving from Scrip- 
ture and Reafon, that there never was a Witch, 
and that it is both Irrational and Impious to believe 
there ever was , together with a Confutation of the 
Depofitions againfi Jane Wenham, I was re- 
folv d to confider it with all the Coolnefs and 
Indifference imaginable, fo as to come over ta 
the Author’s Side, if I found Reafon fo to do : 
Accordingly I perus’d the fame, but was fo 
far from being convinc'd of my having before 
entertain’d falfe Notions of the Matter, that 
I thought my felf capable of Confuting his 
Affertions, however otherwife but a Smatte- 
xer in Matters of Learning. If the. Author, 
who has the Character, and, for. ought I know, 
juftly, of an ingenious Man, has exerted his 
utmoft in that Point, I think the Controverfy — 
may foon be brought to an Iffue and termi- 
nated, and the World fix’d in their Judgment 
of the Matter ; but if he has not, it were to be 
wifh’d he had, that he might have rais’d up 
an Antagonift more worthy of himfelf and 
the Caufe, and not have given an Opportu- 
nity for Men to look upon our Performances 
on each Side, as Velitations only to enter- 
tain and amufe them till fome abler Comba- 
tanrs enter the Lifts. 

My Reafons for the Poffibility and Credi- 
bility of Witchcraft I fhall have Occafion to 
infert in my feveral Anfwers to the Author, 
and therefore, not to cloy my Reader with 
jtepetitions, I wave them at prefent, and fall] 
| Imme- 


immediately to the Confideration of the Book 
before me. 

~ Our Author, who intimates himfelf to be 
the fame that writes the Proteflant Poff Boy, un- 
dertakes, in his Preface, to anfwer two Argu- 
ments obferv’d by fome, as it fhould feem, of 
his Correfpondents in Behalf of Witchcraft : 
The Firft is, That It zs a very odd Thing that 
our Laws impower Fudges to put People to Death 
for Witchcraft, if there is no fuch Thing asa 
Witch in the World. Now,I conceive, the di- 
rect Anfwer to this had been to have fhewn, 
that this is not Matter of Fa&t; or being fo, 
that the Laws in this Cafe were mifunder- 
ftood and mifapply’d, but this was too no- 
torious to affert. What then doth he fay to 
the Matter? Why, truly, he owns there are 
fuch Laws; and ‘propofes to give us fome Ac- 
count of them: And fucha one it is, that is 
{o far from leflening their Reafonablenefs, the 
Thing I fuppofe he aims at, that I think it | 
farther eftablifhes it: It is thisinfhort; There 
being a Law made, about 400 Years ago, in 
other Countries, that Hereticks fhould be 
burnt, the Inquifitors, who were conftituted the 
Judges of Herefes, condemn’d Witches under 
the Notion of Hereticks, and this in Order, 
at once, to eftablifh the Ufurp’d Dominion of 
the Pope, and enrich themfelves. Hence very 
probably other Nations, and particularly : ngland, 
did afterwards make Laws o the fame Tendency, 
and puntfy’d Witches in like Manner ever fince, 
till the Statute De Heretico comburendo was 
vepealed. When this Statute was repeal’d, it 
feems another was made againft Witches, not 
confider’'d as Hereticks, as before, but as 
- Murderers, 


if 


| 

‘Murderers, 33 H.8. This Statute, it feems, 
was repeal’d in the two following Reigns; but 
what Motives the fucceeding Reigns had to make 


more fevere Laws againft them, may be worth En. 


quiry. That is, if you can find a Reafon you 
may, but he cannot: What then hath our Au- 
thor been doing, or how hath he in the leaft 
fatisfy'd the Objeétion? Indeed he hath con- 
firm’d it: For if the Matter of Fact be true, 
that the Laws againft Witches, which he fup- 
pofes made upon the Account of the Religion 
then prevailing, which was Popery, what can 
we imagine could be the Reafon of reviving 


them in Proteffant Reigns, after they had been 


fo long repeal’d, but a plain Conviction of 
the notorious Mifchiefs of Witches, and the 
Neceflity of Providing againft them by San- 
euinary Laws. So that, in fhort, what our 
Author hath brought to folve the Objeétian, 
is, Firft,a plain Owning the Thing in which 
the Force of the Objection lay, to wit, the Ex- 
iftence of thofe Laws, Secondly, P. 4. Pretence 
of giving an Account of them, by faying they 
ought to be accounted for. And, Thirdly, by 
Proceeding fo far in the Account, as to make 
it ftill very reafonable to conclude there were 
very good Reafons for their being enacted. 
This is the firft Step our Author hath taken 
in this Difpute, and I fhall leave it to. my 
Reader to judge if it be not an unlucky one, 
but he will be more furpriz’d, I fuppofe, when 
he finds the fame unaccountable Vein of Ar- 
suing to run thro’ his whole Performance, 
This Argument for Witchcraft is drawn from 
the Laws in Force againft Witches. The next 
he propofes to anfwer, is taken from another 

confequent 


| 
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C72 
cofifequent Matter of Fact, that. Judges have 
accordingly condemn’d Witches by the Force’ 
of fuch Laws. It runs thus, The Records of 
of Inflances, in-all Ages, of the. a 
ith of Witchcraft, which, in their Opinion, a-- — 
mounts to a Demonftration. Our Author’s firft | 
Reafon why thefe Records do not amount to 
a Deimonftration, is becanfe, if, according to a 
Glanvil, We are ignorant of the Extents and _ 
Bounds of Nature’s Sphere and Pofibilities, we are 
uncertain whether thofe FaGs were really done by ; 
Witchcraft, or produc’d by the Comrfe of Nature. cree 
I fixppofe, by amounting to a Demonftration in |@ 
the ObjeCtion, we are to underftand a very a 
ereat Degree of Probability. This Anfwer 
then, I fay, is of no Weight to invalidate the 
Credibility of thefe Facts, becaufe they might | 
be done by the Courfe of Nature and Witch- q 
craft too, becaufe the Devil may aét in Confe- : 
deracy with a Witch by the meer Force of 
Nature ; and this I fay upon the Strength of 
our Author’s Principle, becaufe we do not know 
the Extent of Nature. The Nature of Spirits, and 
their Power of acting upon Bodies we know not: | 
But it would be wondrous ftrangeifa poor, igno- im 
fant, decripped Woman fhouldhave penetrated 
farther into the Nature of Things, than thofe . 
who have,with the moft unweary’dApplication, 
fearch’d into the Nature and Powers of Matter : a 
Such therefore, when they effect Prodigies a- ia 
bove the known Reach of the Learned and In- _ 
think it is Demonftration that they do 


efe furprizing Actions by the Help of others; 
and fince they tell us they do them by the Gj 
Devil’s Help, it is highly credible they do fo. 4 
2. Fudges for Intereft fake, have. fuffer’d | 
‘themfelves to be impos'd upon by Falfe Witneffes, 
0 


fo condemned Innocent Perfons for things they were. 
never Guilty of ; and can the Records of thofé Cons 
demnations amount to a Demonftration? 1 Reply, 
No. But is there any Inftance upon Record, 
that Judges have received Bribes in the Tryals: 
of Witches, and have thereby been impos’d up-., 
on by Falfe Witneffe:, to the Condemnation of 
fuch ? If not, what isthis Anfwer to the purpofe? 
3.Anf. Judges bave Condemn'd Innocent Perfous, 
for Fads that were Impoftble to be done. But doth 
it hence follow, Thut Perfons that have been 
Condemn’d for Faéts poffible to be done, were 
Condemn’d unjuftly? For that the ftrange ap- 
pearances in Witchcraft are poffible, I muft be- 
lieve, becaufe I find the Devil, who is the chief 
Agent, allow’d to do as ftrange Thingsin Scrip- 
ture : For inftance,I cannot but imagine it as. 
pollible for the Devil to enable 44m Thorn to 
eap over a Five-Bar Gate, as it was to fet our 
Saviour on a Pinacle of the Temple: In fhort, 
I find no appearances in Witchcraft more 
ftrange, than what is Recorded of the Demo- 
niack, Mark, 5.45. Of whom it is faid, That be 
bad been often bound with Fetters and Chains, and 
_ the Chains bad been plucked afunder by bim; and 
the Fetters broken in pieces: Neither could any 
Man tame him. And always, Night and Day, be 
was in the Mountains, and in the Tombs, crying and 
cutting bimfelf with Stones. Perhaps the Pofition 
would be difficult to be made out, That an In- 
nocent Man was ever Condemm'’d of a Fall Impofible 
in its own Nature, and to {peak of any other 
Impoilible Faét could furely make but littis 
to the Purpofe. 
4. Anf. Fudges have Condemn’d many Innocent 
Perfons upon the Teftimony of pretended Witch- 
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jiiders, who being. Authoriz’d, &c. 1 Anfwer, 
queftion the Truth of the Hiftory, that any 
were ever Condemned purely upon the Tefti- 
mony of Witch-finders, without any other In- 
ducements for the fame. But fuppofing the 
Account True; muft One or more Inftances of, 
perhaps, Unwarantable Proceedings, make us 
conclude, that a Thoufand other Inftances, un- 
attended with fuch indefenfible Circumftances, 
may not be worthy. of the higheft Credit? 
Doth a particular Exception prove, that a 
Rule is not agar True? 

§. The Fudges themfelves are not Infallz- 
ble, and may, perbaps, bave Erroneous Notions of 
thefe Dark and Abftruce Matters, and Condemn 
Witches wrongfully. It is poflible; but doth it 
follow, therefore, that they are Miftaken? They 
are not Infallible it is true; but for all that, 
fince there are fo many Inftances of the Con- 
demnation of Witches; fo many Accounts of 
Diabolical Faéts, attefted by the Oaths of un- 
exceptionable Witneffes, I muft needs think. 
that it 1s fo highly probable there have been 
Witches, and confequently are fo, becaufe it is 
all the Demonftration the Nature of the Thing 


is capable of: And therefore, palling by his 
Inftances of Se as much againft him, 


ry 
te 


as for him; as fhewing, that People ma 

ffibly be genefally Miftaken; (nor can I fu 
cribe to his Grice, when he fays, It zs more 
Obvious and Int?iiigible than thofe Impofible Inftan- 
ces of Witchcraft, for which 2090 poor Souls bave 
been Condemned; for it was neither Obvious, 
nor Intelligible, till Experience confirm’d the 
Truth of it ; nor are the Inftances of Witchcraft 
Impoflible, but nearer Home 


4 


equal Oceular Demonftration). paffing by this. 


ah 


therefore, I proceed to his Confutation of the 
Depofitions againft Fane Wenham. This indeed 
he promis’d in the Title Page, but hath thought 
fir to drop it. He tells us, He /bould enter into 
the Merits of the feveral Denofttions, which are 
Sixteen in number, but out of re/pe@ to the Sacred 
Habit which Two of them wear, and the Incapacities - 
of the other Fourteen, be di/miffes them to thetr re- 
eftive Bed-Chambers, with no farther Remarks, 
than that the Inconfifencies which they are guilty 
of, fhew they very much fland in need of Ref, fince 
a Crazy Body very often indifpofes the Soul, and 
influences the Mind to entertain frrange and preter 
natural Ideas of Things that have no manner of 
Exiflence. Wis Confideration of the Clergy, 
own is very commendable; but I think the 
clearing of Truth ought to be above all others : 
Befides, he might have managed the Matter fo, . 
as to have fhewn their Miftakes, without break- 
ing in upon the Refpect due to the Order. But © 
what could all his Endtiries- have dome more 
to the Expofing thefe Gentlemen, than what he 
infinuates of the Contradictions in the Depof- 
tions, and their being under a Diforder of Brain, 
that made them. But is it Why doth he 
not produce one Inftance of fiftency? It 
is ftrange, if this be True, th Court fhould 
Condemn the Woman upon vidence of 
Mad-Men, that was Inconfifte Befides, 
is it not moft admirable, that fo many Crazed, 
Melancholy, Mad-People, {hould combine fo. 
in the Defiruction of anOld Wo- 
-_ man, and be fo uniform in fuch a variety of 
| Fvidence, as. to obtain her Condemnation ? 
This fafficiently clears them of the Imputation 


of 


° 
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Of Madnefs; and as for their Honefty, fince I 
find it not attaced, I have no occafion to fup- 
pofe it queftidnable. 

So much for the Prefaee. Come wa&now to 
the Book itfelf; which confifting partly of 
Hlarangues, partly of Arguments, and the 
former being of no Confideration, but as they 
are fupported by the/e, I thall fet my felf pro- 
feffedly to confider thefe only, as being only 
material to the Point. His firft Thing that 
looks like Argument, is, an Anfwer to an Ob- 
jection that may be rais’d from the prefent 
Tranflation of the Bible, which he tells us is 
Falfe, in relation to Witches, and the like; 
What he fays on this .tead, I fhal) Confider, 
when we come to the Article, Whether there be 
any fuch Thing.as a Witch in Scripture. He pro- 
pofes then, page 6, to manage the Subjeé& in 
this manner. 1. To prove, That this frange 

. Notion of Witchcraft has its Foundation in Hea- 
then Fables. 2. That it was Improvd by Papal 
Inquifitors, for the fake of Private Interef. 3. To 
prove, That there is no fuch Thing as a Witch in 
Scripture. 4. To make appear, That there ts no 
fach Thing as a Witch at all; and produce feveral 
Arguments againft the Afirmers of Witchcraft. 
5. To <Anfwer other Arguments to the Contrary. 
And 6.'and Laffly, To fhew by what Means this 
Opinion of Witchoraft came into the World, _ 

Our Author’s firft Particular is to prove, That 
this frange Notion of Witchcraft hasits Foundati- 
on in Heathen Fables. That Witchcraft was pra- - 
étifed firft.among the Heathens, I fhall readily 

rant, becaufe the Scripture aflured us of the 
me; this being one of the Caufes which God 
himfelf gives for his Driving out the Inhabi- 
B 2 tants 


-¢ants of Canaan before the Children of J/rael, 
Deut. 18. 9,10, 11,12. But otr Author de- 
duces this Opinion from the Grecian and Roman 
Fables; and it were fufficient to anfwer this 
Affertion, by faying at prefent, what I thall 
hereafter, I believe, make out, that this Belief 
of ours hath its Foundation in Scripture, and 
that we do not believe the Heathens becaufe 
the Heathens did. However, that the Author 
may not think himfelf negleGied, I fhall fa 
fomething particularly tothis Head. He tells 
us this Belief arofe from the vain Credulity of 
Men in the Heathen Ages, but hath not one 
Word to fhew that this was meer Credulity, 
and not an Opinion grounded on Matter of 
Fad. He divides his Heathen Impoftors in- 
to two Clafies, thofe that were called Sage, for 
being famous for Prophefying Things to . 
come; and Venefica, or Lamia, who did won- 
derful Exploits. Now, that the Sage did not 
foretell firange Things above the Sagacity of 
Man to forefee, he hath not a Word to prove; 
however, to our Purpofe, Lurge, that therewere _ 
Women infpir’d by the Devil, Witnefs the 
Priefteffes of Delphos, whofe Oracles were fo 
famous, and in Requeft fo long Time in the 
moft learned and judicious Parts of the Hea- 
then World, the Truth of many of whofe Pre- 
dictions if any doubt, yet, I think, none ought 
to queftion that they were infpir’d, and a¢ted 
by evil Spirits, or Demons; if any do, I refer 
them to be fatisfy’d by a Book,entituled, 4n E/- 
fay ox Infpivations,publifh'd within thele few Zears, 
And it were to be wifh’d the Judicious and Sar 
_ gacious Author would be prevail’d upon to give 
us his Thoughts gn this Subject, and thereby 
putan engise End to the Difpute, His 


C13), 
His next Sort of Heathen Witches were the 

Lamia, or Venefica, thefe, hé fays, among o- 

ther Things, were notorious for Killing of 

Children by Herbs, which were fuppos’d 

to have ftrange Kind of Virtues in them. 

Now I would afk whether they did really kil] 

Children, and play other mad Pranks; it they 

did, and in fuch an unaccountable Manner, 

’ as therefore to be efteem’d Witches, as our 
Author fays nothing to the contrary, then, as 
thefe Herbs could have no fuch Virtues in 4 
themfelves, they muft do it by no lefs power- | 
ful Affiftants than Damons, tho’, perhaps, not 
believ’d to do fo by the reft of the World. It 
doth not, therefore, appear that our Notions of 

|} Witchcraft were deliver’d down to us from 

| Heathen Fables; but granting they were, may 
it not fairly be anfwer’d, That the Chriftians 
took up their Opinions, not becaufe the Hea- 
thens talk’d fo fantaftically, but becaufe Mat- 
ter of Fact perfwaded them into the Belief. 
that there was fomething at the Bottom of 
thofe Fables, and which they fhould have be- 
liev’d, had there been no fuch Fables at all? 
And, after all, who doth not know that many 
Truths, as well Natural as Hiftorical, were 
couch’d under the M; thology of the Heathens : 
So that this firft Particular I think by no means 
made out. As for the Fucubi and Saccubi, tho’ 
it make much to our Purpofe, if there were 
fuch, but nothing againft us, if there were not, 
yet fhallI not trouble my felf about them any 
sealer than to tranfcribe Mr. Milton’s Ac- 
count of the Matter. | : 

With thefe came they, whofrom the bord’ring Flood, 

Of Old Euphrates to the Brook that parts | 


Feypt 


| 
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(14) 
Egypt from Syrian Ground, bad general Names 
Of Baalim and Afhtaroth, thofe Male 
ofe Feminine. For Spirits, when they pleafe, 
Can either Sea affume, or eh fo loft | 


And uncompounded is their Effence pure, 
Not ty’d or manacled with Foint or Limb, 
Nor founded on the brittle Strength of Bones, 
Like cumbrous Flefh , but in what Shape they chufe, 
Dilated or condens’d, bright or obfcure, 
Can execute their airy Purpofes, __ 
And Works of Love and Enmity fulfl. 
Parad. Loft. B. 4. 
Our Author’s next Bufinefs is to thew, That 
this Notion of Witchcraft, as taken from the 
Heathens, has been improv’d by Papal Ingui- 
fitors, for the fake of private Intereft: And 
here he enlarges upon what he had before faid 
in the Preface, which being anfwer’d already, 
little more needs to be faid now. He tells us, 
the Monks and Fryars being entrufted, by the 
Popes, with the Power of Trying Hereticks, 
twifted and blended Witchcraft with the Crime 
of Herefy, and in Tormenting and putting 
People upon that Pretence to Death, they at 
once gratify’d the Ambition and ufurp’d Power 
of their Lord the Pope, and their own infa- 
tiable Covetoufnefs and Thirft after other 
Men’s Goods. Now, as the Laws in England 
can have no fuch Defigns as gratifying the 
Pope or his Inguifitors, this can fignify nothing 
to us of England. I obferve farther, that it is 
firange thefe avaritious Inguifitors fhould pu- 
nifh Witches for the fake of E: riching them- 
felves, when he himlelf affures us, the modern 
Witches, in Oppofition to thofe of Scripture, 
are poor, filly, contemptible People, and draws 
an 
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an againft Witchcraft, from thé 
miferable Poverty of our vulgarly reputed 
Witches : And then, as for the Eftablifhing the 


Pope’s Authority, how would it be ferviceable: 


to this End, except they really thought thefe 
were Witches; and if they did really efteem them 
fuch upon Tryal, this I muft think no Argu- 
ment againft, but a good one for our Side of 
the Queftion: So that our Author’s Account 
for the Belief of Witches in Chriftian Coun- 
tries is not very credible; and, if true, proves 
nothing to the Purpofe: For, firppofing the 
Reafons Scandalous which induc’d them to pu- 
‘ mifh Witches, can it thence be any Ways in- 
ferr’d, that there are really none fuch? The 
Hereticks were burnt in the fame manner, and 
upon the fame Account: But could it ever en- 
ter into the Head of any Man to draw an In- 
ference from hence, that there never were an 
fiich People really, as Hereticks in the Po D 
Senfe of the Word? And, after all, it will be 
a fullet Anfwer ftill, tho’ I think there needs 
none to the foremention’d Particulars, if the 
Chriftian Belief of Witches appears to be fair- 
ly deduc’d from Scripture; which I promife 
my felf I fhall be able ta do in my Anfwer to 
the Author’s three Particulars, which was to: 
prove, That there is no fuch Thing as a Witch 
in Scripture. 
His Fir/t Argument is taken from the difference 
between our Vulgarly reputed Witches, and thofe 
which our Tranflators the Bible call fo. Thefe 
were Kings, and Queens, and Princes of the Eartb, 
as alfo the Prieffs and Philofopbers, and Wife Men 
of this World. Whereas the Witches now-a-days, are 


poor, filly, contemptible People, 8c, OF his 4 
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( 16 ) 
and Queens, I find Manaffes and Fexebel to 
have been mention’d as fuch: Of the former it 
is faid, That He ufed Enchantments, and dealt with 
familiar Spirits, and Wizards, but that he was one 
himfelf, is not fo very clear; and of Jezebel, I 
find, that Febu objected her Witchcraft to her 

 §on Joram; but here, perhaps, the Word is to 

be underftood Figuratively, to fignify her en- 
ticing People to Idolatry : By the others, I fup- 
fe, our Author means the Magicians of Egypt 
in the times of Fofeph and Mofes, and thofe o 
Babylon, mention’d by Daniel; now, granting 
the Obfervation true, I cannot fee any force in. 
the Argument. For may not the Great and 
Learned Men of the World have had Commerce 
with the Devil formerly, in Times of Idolatry - 
and Ignorance, and yet the Devil be able to 
Seduce none but poor ignorant People now un- 
der the Gofpel Light? Again, how is our Au- 
thor fure that none but the poor and contemp- 
tible People have, if any, any Commerce with 

: the Devil now? Muft all fuch prefently be 

difcover’d? Thofe that are fo, are difcover’d 

by means of Venting their Paflions in fo vio- 


Tent and publick a Manner upon thofe, by 
whom they have been difoblig’d; whereas, Peo- 
ple of Fafhion, and in better Circumftances, 
may entertain fuch a Commerce upon other 
Motives befides Revenge, and who may be 


wife enough to do without making fuch a 

Ufeof it, as to difcover their Practices, and - 
| lay themfelves opento the Law. Again, there 
_ may be Witches, or Wizards, in other Countries 


that may be efteem’d the Wife-Men of their 

q Nations, where Idolatry prevails, however 

gy not with us; Hiftory alfo tells us of “eo : 
opes 


Popes themfelves, who were both Princes and 
Priefts, who were aCtually Magicians or Sorce. 
rers. Befides, are none but Princes and Wife 
Men mention’d as Witches in Scripture? What 
muft we think of fhe of Endor ¢ What of all 
thofe that Saul put out of the Land? Thefe 
we tnay believe were no more Priefts and Phi- 
lofophers, than the other a Queen. So that 
the firft Argument againft Scripture Witches 
i I think, fully anfwer’d: Come we then to — 
is 
-  §econd Argument, which is drawn from 
the Sadduces; a famous Se among He ews, who 
 deny-d Spirits, and the RefurreGion of the Dead 
yet bad the Five Books of Mofes in bigh Efteem 
and Regard; wherefore, either they did not under- 
fland Hebrew, or if they did, the Notion of Witch- 
_ craft did not appear in Mofes. By the fame 
Argument I prove there is no Angels. The 
“Sadduces deny’d the being of Angels; now, ei- | 
ther the Sadduces did not underftand Hebrew, 
or the Notion of Angels did not appear in 
Mofes. What thall we fay then, that there is 
no Account of Angels in Mofes? Or fhall we 
not fay, that the Sadduces were'a wilfull, obftie 
nate People, wedded to their own Prejudices, 
in fpite of Reafon and Religion, that did not, 
or would not underftand Mofes; however, they 
etended to the World, that they had a great 
Ventration for him. Our Author muft furely 
be much in Want of Proofs, or had a very 
mean Opinion of his Readers, who could pro- 
duce this for Reafon, or think it would pafs 
upon them for fuch. 
‘His Third and Laft Argument is taken 
from the different Prattices afcrib’d unto our vul- 
garly 


~ 
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garly [uppos'd Witches, and unto thofe in our Tran- 
flation of the Bible. Our modern Witches pratice 
a fecret Occult Art, and it requires great Skill to — 
difcover them by feveral flrange Signs, and horrid 
Tortures, But thofe whom our Tranflators call 
- Witches, were fuch as practisd what they did, open- 
‘Ly, and in the Face M the World, making publick 
Profefion of their Art, which was the Counterfeit 
Art of Propbefying and Working of Miracles. To 
this I anfwer, That it is very improbable, nay 
incredible, what our Author here urges fhould 
be true, becaufe, whatever it was, it was pu- 
nifhable by Death, and therefore, to be fure not 
praétisd in fo open a manner as he here fug- 
gefts; can it be imagin’d, that any one would 
make a publick Profeflion, in the Face of the — 
World, of an Art for which he knew he muft 
forfeit his Life ? Believe it who can. But this he, 
our Author,thinks confirm’d by Saul’s putting 
the Witches out of the Land fo eafily, where- 
asa Proclamation would hardly be able to do 
the fame by ours. The former Anfwer will 
ferve us here again, that fince the Crime was 
punifhable with Death, they would certainly 
make the Bufinefs of Difcovery as difficult as 
poflible. And as for our own Witches, if the 
Difcovery be fo difficult, how comes.it to pafs 
that fo many have {uffer’d upon this Account, 
after full Conviction? That the Witches among 
the Jews were fuffer'd to kill People, I do not 
afirm; the Queftian is, and that which enti- 
tles them to be call’d in Engliff, WITCHES, 
whether they had a Commerce with the Devil, 
and acted by Virtue of that Confederacy ? 
Nor is the Difcovery of thofe among us, who 
Pradife upon others by Difeafes, fo very 4 | 
| cult, 


cult, fince they feem not to be empower’d to 
torment any but Children, if them, without 
difcovering themfelves. What Means Saul 
had of Difcovering the Witches in his Time, 
I know not; but were a Proclamation pub- 
lifh’d, That all that fhould give an Account 
of fifpected Witches, fhould, upon Conviétion 
of fuch, be rewarded with a confiderable Sum, 
I believe our Author would find thé Difcovery 
of Witches among us an eafier Tafk than he ima- 
_ When Saul cut off the Witches in his 
ays,it is plain there were {till Means for fome 
to remain undifcover’d, Witnefs her of Endor, 
and how many more might do fo, we know not. 
So that, for this Reafon, it appears not to have 
been fo eafy a Matter to difcover Scripture 
Witches as our Author fancies : So that I muft 
needs think this Argument of his a very fri- 
volous one; and thus have I anfwer’d his 
three Arguments againft the being of Witches 
in Scripture, weaker than which, were furely, , 
never produc’d in any Caufe of Moment, and 7, 
et upon this Point the main Weight of the a 
Difpate depends, and which therefore requir’d | 
the ftrongeft Attack; his Bufinefs was to prove H| 
there was no Witch in Scripture; which, I } 
think, he has by no means done; I fhall prove || 
the Affirmative, that there is; and that I fhall 
do by confidering what he fays of thofe Words, - 
which he finds Fault with in the prefent Tran- } 
flation, and which, for Method’s fake, I re- | 
ferr’d to be {poke to in this Place. 
He tells us, what our Tranflation renders 
Exchanter, ought to be Compe@urer ; and a Witch, 
a Miracle Monger, or Impoffor; fuch, for In- _ 
ftance, as Queen Fexabel, and King Manaffes, 
C 2 whom 


( 20) 
whom our Author fancies to have been Fuglers : 
Such were the Magicians, that withftood Mofes 
and Aaron. The Word Ob, which, in my Didtio- 
nary, is render’d a Devil, or Evil Spirit, he 
fays, Signifies fometimes the Gift of Oracling, and 
fometimes the Perfon that bath fuch a Gift; it 
fignifies, alfo, a Bottle or Hollow Veffel, and from 
this Signification be fuppofes the other came; by 
which we come to underftand that the Oracle 
of the Bottle was not the Invention of a Modern © 
Wit. Weare let, it feems, into thefe Truths 
by the Tranflation of Funicus and Tremellius 
and the old Tranflator; but, by our Author’s 
leave, I fhall take the Liberty of fuppofing, 
that our Tranflators underftood Hebrew as 
well as Junius and Tremellius, and, confe- 
uently, for all his learned Performance, per- 
ift to think, our Countrymen have, with equal 
Judgment and Faithfulnefs, render’d the Text 
accurately in reference to Witches, Inchanters, 
and Familiar Spirits. Here, indeed, is a fair 
occafion offered of Difplaying my profound 
{kill in the Oriental Languages; but I wave it, 
becaufe I think I can fufficiently prove the | 
Sence of Scripture from Scripture it felf. Our 
Bufinefs at prefent, as I apprehend, is to fhew, 
that there is in Scripture mention made of 
fuch, who haye had an actual Commerce with 
the Devil, in order, by his Affiftance, to per- 
form ftrange and furprizing Things, whether 
they are called Conjurers, Enchanters, Sorcerers, 
} Witches, or whatever Titles elfe they are dif- 


tinguilhed by; and if there “ppeet really to 
: he any fuch, Our Tranflation, I fuppofe, is fyf- 

ciently vindicated, as well as the Belief of 
Witcheraft from Qcripture, Aud the Firft 
‘oftance 


| 
| 
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Inftance I fhall confider, is the Cafe of the 
Magicians of Agypt, that oppofed Mofés and 
Aaron. The Hiftorical matter of Faét, as we 
find it recorded, Exod. 7. 10, 11, 12, is this 
And Mofes and Aaron went in unto Pharoah, an 

they did fo as the Lord Commanded; and Aaron 
caft.down his Rod before Pharoah, and before bis 
Servants, and it became a Serpent. Then Pharoah 
alfo called the Wife Men, and the Sorcerers, now 
the Magicians of Egypt, they alfo did in like 
manner with their Inchantments. For they caft 
down every Man bis Rod, and they became Serpents: 
But Aaron’s Rod fwallowed up their Rods. Thefe 
Magicians our Author calls Miracle Mongers : 
Nor let any one think, faith he, that, for the Per- 
formance of thefe Counterfeit Miracles, they ffood 
in need of the Devil’s Afiftance; fur what they 


perform’d , either exceeded not the Compafs of 


Human Art, altho’ Miraculous in the Eyes of the 


Vulgar, or if it did, then it was not really per- 


form’d, but a mere Jugling Impofture. Such kind 
of Juglers were thofe who flood before Pharoah, 
in Oppofition to Mofes and Aaron. 

What I fhall firft obferve here, is this Au- 


thor’s new Methodof Arguing; if thefe Mira- 


cles which they perform’d, exceeded the com- 
-pafs of Human Art, then they were not really 
perform’d; fo that I find it may fo happen 
that a thing that is perform’d, may not really 
be perform’d; this it is tobe Sagacious. But 
to our Author’s meaning, which I fuppofe is, 
that they did not really perform what they 
feem’d to perform; their turning of Rods into 
Serpents was a mere Delufion: But I fay the 


Scripture informs us otherwife, which affirms, . 


the Magicians did what 4aron did, they. caft 
down 


| 
| 
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.down their Rods, and thofe Rods became. 
Serpents, that is, they feem'd to be Serpents; 
according to this Gentleman's Glofs, he may, 
if he pleafes take this Liberty of Interpreting 
Scripture; but I cannot think any reafonable 
Reader will give into his Opinion; I am fure 
if they do, they. muft own, that the Metamor- 
phofis of Aaron's Rod was equally Delufion; 
and I think fuch People had better give up the 
Scriptures at once,as one intire Impofition, than 
thus to Banter them away by Piece-Meal. 
But to Magicians; what they perform’d it 
feems was a Delufion ; if fo, I fuppofe this De- _ 
lufion muft be perform’d by having Serpents 
ready at Hand, which fhould appear at the 
Cafting down of their Rods, which Rods fhould | 
be invifibly convey’d away by Slight of Hand, 
or elfe they caft fuch a mift before the Specta- 
tors Eyes, as to make them think the Rods 
were Serpents, whenthey werenot. Now this 
daft could not be the Cafe of the Magicians, 
becaufe it is faid, that Aaron’s Rod fwallow’d 
up theirs; which could not be,if their Rodsnow 
become Serpents, were really nothing but an 
Imaginary appearance: And for the Rods of 
the Magicians being convey’d away and Ser- 
pents put in their places, this is equally con- 
tradictory to the Hiftory, which fays, that 
Aaron's Rod {wallow’d up their Rods, which 
‘would be falfe, if their Rods were gone and 
Serpents left in their Places. We muft then, if 
we believe Mo/fes, believe that the Magicians 
Rods were really turn’d into Serpents. What 
fhall we fay then, that this Miracle was per- 
form’d by the Power of the Devil? I {hall not 


affert it, becaufe I muft needs think, that God 
never 


| 
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never Impowered the Devil to perform a real 


Miracle ; that is, what is above or contrary to 
the ftated Courfe of Nature, as this certainly 
was. There nothing then remains, but that it 
was done by the Power of God. The Solution 
of this matter hath given much trouble to Di- 
vines, arid our Author hath juftly expos’d that 
of St. Augu/fines : To me the Difficulty feems in- 
extricable, except we allow, that the Magicians 
attempting this, through the Confidence the 

had in thofe Demons, they had an intercourfe 
with, it pleds’d God to let their Expeétations of 
performing what Aaron did; he anfwered in 


this, and the two following Miracles,to this end, 
_ that when the Power, they thought thefe Mira- 


cles perform’d by, was found to be able to affift 
them no longer, they might own, as they really 
did, that the God, in whofe name Mofes and 
Aaron came, was Superior to him or them, with 
whom they had intercourfe; for that it was 
not a meer Delufion but aCtually done, the two 
following Miracles evince. For when Aaron 
{troke the Waters of Agypt, and they turn’d 
into Blood, it is faid,that the Magicians of Egypt 
did {o with thety Inchantments. And where fhould 
they have procur'd Blood enough to have per- 
form’d this by Jugling? Or who fhould inform 
them, before hand, that this would be the next 
Miracle perform’d ? None, furely,but the Devil, 
and to own this, were to give up the Caufe di- 
rectly. Now, that the Magicians had an inter- 
courfe with Demons, of whom they had not 
thofe Accounts we have, we may fairly inter, 
becaufe it is wholly unaccountable to Imagine, 
that they could think themfelves capable of 


performing ftrange AGions by the 


il 
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of Art: Could it ever come into anyMan’s Head 
to think he could do, what all the Powers of 
Nature will never be able to do, and this at 2 
Minutes Warning, to wit, of turning a ftick 
into a living Creature? But -it is 
very Natural to fuppofe they might hope to 
do this by the Help of the Devil, whom they 
efteem a God , for they knowing no difference 
between the True God and Devils, might very 
well fuppofe, that what they faw Aaron do, in 
the Name, and by the Affiftance of his God, 
they might do by the Affiftance of theirs, 
whom they had no occafion, as yet, to Imagine 
lefs Powerful than the other, with lefs Confi- 
dence than this they could never furely have 
attempted to have rival’d the Miracles of . 
Aaron, before fuch 2 Company as the King 
and all his Court; when, if they had fail’d, it 
had prov’d no lefs the Confufion of the Kin 
_ than themfelves. For thefe Reafons I mu 
(we conclude the Magicians had a Commerce with 
| the Devil, tho’ I do not allow their Miracles 
6 to be perform’d by his Power. 

|| The Next Inftance of Diabolical Commerce 
| | 7 in Scripture I fhall mention, is the Hiftory of, 
| the Witch of Endor,as related 1. Sam. 28. Here 


i] | we are inform’d, that Samuel was Dead, and the 

H Philiftines invaded the Land, and Saul feeing 

i their Armies was afraid, and his Heart greatly 

trembled; and what added to his Confufion 
-| was, that feeking Counfel of God, he was Anf- 


wered neither by Dreams, nor by Urim, nor 
by Prophets. Saul who before had put out all 

| thofe that had Familiar Spirits, and the Wi- 
a) zards out of the Land was an fuch a Con- 
6a fternation, that now he enquires after one 
| 


» 
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himfelf, and takes up the Refolution of the 
Goddefs in the Poet. . ae 
Fledere fi nequeo Superos, Acheronta movebo, 
If God will not receive me, Tl try the Devil. 
_ Accordingly,having Information of one that 
had a Familiar Spirit at Endor, he applies him- 
felf to her in difguife. “Our Author’s Account 
of thofe, that had Familiar Spirits, is, that they 
were Fuglers, retefffing to Oracles, delivered 
from a Bottle,or through a hallow Veflel. Now, 
in anfwer to'this, it muft be prefiim’d, that Saul 
uriderftood the Common Senfe of the Jews in 
reference to thofe that had Familiar Spi- 
rits, and that by his Expectations is plainly 
enough difcovered: What he defir’d of this 
Witch of Endor was; that fhe would divine by 
the Familiar Spirit, and bring him up whom He 
Joould name unto Her. Is it poflible to Imagine 
that Saul believ’d this Woman a Jugler, or a 
Counterfeit deliverer of Oracles, and not one 
that could; by the Help of her Familiar Spirit, 
bring up'the Ghoft of whom fhe pleas’d, the 
Devil at leaft in his Appearance. Hence we may 
fairly infer, that the Senfe of the Fews was, 
tliat one that had a Familiar Spirit, had actu- 
ally a Commerce with a Devil or Evil Spirit 
And the Procefs of the Story confirms t 
farther: Saul having Swore to her, not to be- 
tray her, fhe falls to work, and as he requefted 
endeavours to raife up Samuel or rather his 
likenefs;. As yet fhe knows not Saul, but no 


der ftrange apprehenfions, fhe cries out with 
a loud voice, fhe finds it is Saul himfelf that 


fooner doth the Spirit approach but fhe is un- — 


Confults her. But how comes fhe to know 


| 
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Confederate Jugler? If fuch a Perfon there was 
that knew him, how comes he to difcover him 
no fooner? This feems therefore the’ informa- 
tion of an Infernal Familiar. For how could 
Samuel’s approach give her fuch a Light? Might 
not any other employ’d by Saul call for Samuel, 


~ as well as himfelf; or why then did fhe not 


difcover him at the firft mention of Samuel’s 
Name? It is plain fhe was difappointed. She 
expected, very spt her Familiar or fome 
other Demon in Samuel’s fhape,and finds I con- 
ceive, it is Samuel himfelf that rifes, as the reft 
of the Story plainly, I think, fhews. Now, if 
all this was only Jugling and Counterfeit, if 
*twas only a Confederate of the Witch that 
affumn’d the Shape of Samuel, how comes he fo 
exactly to foretell his Death the Next Day? A 
Counterfeit would have been rather apt to have 


footh’d the King, and given him a pleafing 


Anfwer ; nay, it 1s faid, that Saul perceived that 
it was Samuel; and his after Behaviour mani- 
fefte, that the Prophet’s Words,had left a ftrong 
impreflion behind them: So, that upon the 
whole, I muft conclude, that it was the Senfe 
of the Few2/h Nation, that by thofe that had 
amiliar Spirits were to be underftood fuch as 
had an A€tual Commerce with the Devil; and 
the Hiftory of this Woman confirms that No- 
tion to be true; as‘the fame might be made 
appear very probable from the Story of Balaam, 
but this I fixppofe Sufficient. And now I think 
we have reg enough to be believe, that we 
underftand the Meaning of Witches in Scrip- 
ture, and that they were fuch, as our Native 
Language means by the Word. | 
Our Author comes now to his 4. Particular, 
which 
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which is to prove there is no fuch Thing as aWitch — 
at all, He tells us, he hath Vanity enough to 
think, he hath prov’d there is no fuch thing © 
as a Witch in Scripture, (and I muft confefs I 
think it is vanity to do fo) and his Deduction 
is, That if there isfuch a Thing, it ought to 
have been mention’d there; and this is his 1. 
Argument again{ft Witchcraft in General. To 
which I Anfwer, I have alfo the vanity to 
think, I have Prov’d there is fuch a Thing as 
a Witch mention’d in Scripture, and Confe- 
quently I have thereby Anfwered this Argu- 
ment. However, fuppofing this not done, and 
that there was no fuch thing mentioned in the 
Sacred Writings, yet his Reafonings on this 
Point will receive an eafy Anfwer. His main 
bufinefs, in this place, is to Anfwer an Objec- 
tion, That Silence in Scripture is no Argument 
againit the Truth of a Thing, becaufe many 
Things are true, that are not mention’d there. 
What he fays to this, is, That a Matter of fo 
great Moment, as the Difcovery of a Witch 
ought not te have been pafs’d over in Silence, 
when there is fo great Caré taken to difcover 
thofe that offend in lefs heinous Matters: As 
for Inftance, Adultery. As for what he fays 
of the Severity of the Laws againft hiceftuous 
Concubinage, meddling with ftrange Women, 
Uncleannefs, aud Oppreflion, I fay, if the Ap- 
pearances of Witchcraft have any thing more 
Sinful, they are, however, forbid in Witchcraft 
and Sorcery, and the Punithment as much for 2 
Witch as any other Crime : But I forget, we are 
at prefent fuppofing no Witch to be mention’d 
in Scripture ; but ftill variety of Anfwers may 
be given to this Objection if it had really a true 
, D 2 Foundation 
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Foundation. Firft, Thefe Laws have relation 
only tothe Fews, fo that, upon the Suppofition, 
there were no Witches among the Jews, as they 
were God’s peculiar People, and not expos’d'to 
{o ftrong Temptations of the Devil ; then it can 
be no wonder there was no Law made againft 
{uch Criminals, which fhould never be found 
among them: But here an Objection offers 
felf; If there were Witches among them, hew 
come the Tryal of them to be omitted? To 
which I anfwer, there could be no Occafion of 
it, fince thofe Faés that difcover’d them to be 
fuch, muft of it felf be fufficient Evidence, and 
. the Law was plain: Upon fuch Conviction 
iu they fhould be Stoned to Death. I efteem Maur- 
q der a greater Crime than Adultery, and yet 
| there was no miraculous Tryal appointed for 
| this. Naboth was Condemn’d for Blafphe- 
h ming God and the King, by the Force of Falfe 
; Witneffes; but no means left to clear his Inno- 
ij cence, by means of a Supernatural Tryal. Falfe 
1 Witneffes, no doubt, againft a Man’s Life, was 
28 great a Matter as Adultery, and yet I do not 
femember of any ‘extraordinary Method pre- 
{crib’d, for the Deteéting fich, by wondrous 
1 Means ; and therefore, for thefe and fome other 
1 Reafons, I muft needs think, that tho’ Adul- 
}| tery was made difcoverable by a ftrange (I fhall 
i not fay with our Author Horrible) Tryal, yet 
(4 it doth not follow, that nothing of equal or 
greater Moment is true, becaufe not thus mirae 
| culoufly difcoverable: And therefore Witch- 
Ht craft, if it were not, agit certainly is mention- 
3 éd in Scripture, might yet be true, The 
9. Arg. That there is no fuch Thing as a Witch 
i} at all, is drawn from the Poverty of the common 
| reputed 


as 
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reputed Witches. To this I anfwer, This is not 
Univerfally true; fome Inftances there are of 
Witches that have been unaccountably fupply’d 


_with abundance of Neceffaries, who had no vifi- 


ble means of procuring them: And as for thofe 
that are not,we may anfwer,The Devil cannot 
go beyond his Commiflion; he may be permit- 
ted to be Inftrumental in the Revenge of his Ma- 
licious Confederates, and yet not be permitted 
to relieve them in the Neceffaries of Life. His 

3. Argument againft Witches, That it is ei- 
ther Irrational, or Impious ; Irrational, to think 
that the Devils are Creatures full of Malice, and 
breathing nothing but Mifchief againft the whole 
Bace of Man, and that they fuffer a Man to Live, 
when they can fo eafily kill us at the Command of a 


Witch. This he anfwers himfelf: But, if you 
evade this, by faying, That Devils cannot burt us 


without the Divine Permifion ; then, I fay, *tis Im- 
pious to concern the great God with Witchcraft. But, 
as he knew the Anfwer to this was obvious, he 
fuggefts it himfelf. °Izs true indeed, be may fend 


_ Death and Difeafes amongf the Sons of Men, to 


punifh them for their Sins at bis own Pleafure. But, 


then the Difference, it feems,is, that be fhould do 


fo at the Defire of the Devil, at the Command of a 
Witch, is fuch a Gratification of Malice, as is far 
from God to perform : So that the Argument is 
come to this, That it is Impious to fay, the — 
Devil can hurt us by Divine Permiifion: Ian- 
{wer, it isno more fo, than it is to fay, a Mur- 
derer can kill us by Divine Permiilion; and 


the Argument is as ftrong to prove the Non- 


entity of, and as full againft Murder as Witch- 
craft ; the Devil is an Inftigator in the one Cafe, 
and the direct Inftrument in the other ; and it 
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Foundation. Firft, Thefe Laws have relation 
only tothe Fews, fo that, upon the Suppofition, 
there were no Witches among the Jews, as they 
were God’s peculiar People, and not expos’d 
{fo {trong Temptations of the Devil ; then it can 
be no wonder there was no Law made againft 


{uch Criminals, which fhould never be found 


among them: But here an Objection offers it- 
felf; If there were Witches among them, how 
come the Tryal of them to be omitted? To 
which I anfwer, there could be no Occafion of 
it, fince thofe Faéts that difcover’d them to be 
fuch, muft of it felf be fufficient Evidence, and 
the Law was plain: Upon fuch Conviction 
they fhould be Stoned to Death. I efteem Mur- 
der a greater Crime than Adultery, and yet. 
there was no gniraculous Tryal appointed for 
this. Naboth was Condemn’d for Blafphe- 
ming God and the King, by the Force of Falfe 
Witneffes; but no means left to clear his Inno- 
cence, by means of a Supernatural Tryal. Falfe 
Witnefles, no doubt, againft a Man’s Life, was 
#8 great a Matter as Adultery, and yet I do not 
Kemember of any ‘extraordinary Method pre- 
{crib’d, for the Deteéting fiich, by wondrous 
Means ; and therefore, for thefe and fome other 
Reafons, I muft needs think, that tho’ Adul- 
tery was made difcoverable by a ftrange (I fhall 
not fay with our Author Horrible) Tryal, yet 
it doth not follow, that nothing of equal or 
greater Moment is true, becaufe not thus mirae 
culoufly difcoverable: And therefore Witch- 
craft, if it were not, asit certainly 1s mention- 
éd in Scripture, might yet be true, The 
9. Arg. That there is no fuch Thing as a Witch 
at all, is drawn from the Poverty of the common 
| reputed 


| 
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reputed Witches. To this anfwer, This is not 
Univerfally true; fome Inftances there are of 
Witches that have been unaccountably fupply’d 


-qith abundance of Neceffaries, who had no vifi- 


ble means of procuring them: And as for thofe 
that.arenot,we may anfwer,The Devil cannot 
go beyond his Commiflion; he may be permit- 
ted to be Inftrumental in the Revenge of his Ma- 
licious Confederates, and yet not be permitted 
to relieve them in the Neceffaries of Life. His 

2. Argument againft Witches, That it is ei- 
ther Irrational, or Impious ; Irrational, to think 
that the Devils are Creatures full of Malice, and 
breathing nothing but Mif/chief again the whole 
Race of Man, and that they fuffer a Man to Live, 
when they can fo eafily kill us at the Command of a 


Witch. This he anfwers himfelf: But, if you 
evade this, by faying, That Devils cannot burt us 


without the Divine Permiffion ; then, I fay, *tis In- 
pious to. concern the great God with Witchcraft. But, 


as he knew the Anfwer to this was obvious, he 


fuggefts it himfelf. °Izs true indeed, be may fend 


Death and Difeafes among the Sons of Men, to 


punifh them for their Sins at bis own Pleafure. But, 


then the Difference, it feems,is, that be fhould do 


fo at the Defire of the Devil, at the Command of a 
Witch, is fuch a Gratification of Malice, as is far 
from God to perform : So that the Argument is 
come to this, That it is Impious to fay, the. 
Devil can hurt us by Divine Permiifion: I an- 
{wer, it isno more fo, than it is to fay, a Mur- 

derer can kill us by Divine Permiilion; and 

the Argument is as {trong to prove the Non- 
entity of, and as full againft Murder as Witch- 

craft ; the Devil is an Inftigator in the one Cafe, 

and the direct Inftrument in the other ; and it 

1$ 


] 
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is equally impious to affert, There ever was a 
Murderer, as a Witch: And when our Author; 
or any other, fhall demonftrate, by this, or 
any other Argument, that there never was a 
Murderer, promife readily to own there never 
was a Witch. As for the Gratification of the 
Devils or Witches, God gives not the Permif- 
fion with any fuch View : He ufes their Malice, 
as he doth all other Wickednefs, to very wife 
Purpofes of his own. For,I pray, doth God 
permit one Man to Murder another, in Com- 
laifance to the Perfon, and to gratify him in 
is revengeful Humour? But the Author not © 
minding fuch parallel Cafes, which muft, at 
firft View, have fhew’d the Weaknefs of fuck 
Reafoning, forefaw an Objection that would . 
be equally deftructive of his Pofition, to wit, . 
the Inftance of Satan and Fob; and by Way 
of Anfwer informs us, That Calvin, in bis Ser- 
mons on the two firft Chapters of Job, takes a great 
deal of Pains to explode this Opinion of God’s 
Permifion. So that the Irrationality and Im- 
piety of Witchcraft 1s at laft found to have no 
other Support but Mr. Calvin’s Expofition of 
Fob and confequently, to his darling DoGtrine 
of Abfolute Predeftination, his denying the 
AGtions of Men, or Devils by God’s Permiffi- 
on. But doth our Author believe Calvin, or 
not? Ifhe doth, then he gives into the Opi- 
nion, that God is the Author of Sin, which he 
muft be, if Men do finful AGions not by his 
Permiffion, but abfolute determinate Decree: 
And then the Argument will run thus ; 77s 
Impious to concern the Great God with Witchcraft. 
Why fo? Becaufe it is to make God gratify the 
Devil: Well, but he gratify’d the Devil in ue 
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Cafe of Fob. No, he’ gratify’d himfelf; for 
what the Devil did, was but God’s abfolute 
Appointment : So that the Reafons why the 
Affirming of Witchcraft is impious, is becaufe 
God never permits any Thing, but a¢ts every 
Thing direGtly and pofitively himfelf. But, 
may there not be Witchcraft for all that ? Yes, 
certainly, and therefore this is having Re- 
courfe to an Abfurdity for Shelter, which, | 
if granted, yields none. Befides, this, if grant- 
ed, folves all the ftrange Appearances and 
Difficulties of Witchcraft at once, this Opini- 
on makes God the Actor, and confequently, 
fets an Author before our Eyes capable of Ex- 
hibiting much ftranger Things ftill. If this 
Gentleman does not believe Calvin, (as I can- 
not fuppofe he will be willing to be thought ca- 
ble of Falling in with the innumerable Ab- 
urdities of Abfolute Predefination) why then 
the Matter is worfe ftill; he anfwers an In- 
{tance in Scripture that directly overthrows 
the Pofition advanc’d by him, by fuch Allega- 
tions which he himfelf doth not believe; fo 
that let him, or the Reader, chufe which they 
will, it no ways appears that the Belief of 
Witchcraft is either irrational or Impions. Now, 
whether we furvey the Devil as a neceflary In- 
ftrument, or voluntary Agent, acting at Li- 
berty within his Sphere, for it is all one, as to 
the Matter of Witchcraft: We fhall confider 
whether the wonderful Occurrences in Witcb- 
craft do not appear poflible, from as wonder- 
ful Occurrences perform’d by his Intervention 
in Scripture; and here, in the Cafe of Fob, we 
find that he was enabled’ to defpoil this good 
_ Man of his Oxen and Affes, by the means vd 
| the 
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the Sabeans, who took them away, and flew his 
Servants with the Edge of the Sword: By his 
Inftignation the Chaldeans carried away his 
Camels, and flew the Servants that attended 
them: By his means fhe Fire of God, or, as‘it 
is in the Margin, a great Fire fell from Heaven, 
and burn’d up his Sheep, and the Servants tha¢ 
kept them: By his means a great Wind from 
the Wildernefs fmote the four Corners of the 
Houfe, and threw it down upon his feven Sons 
and three Daughters that were there Feafting, 
and deftroy’d them all: And, laftly, he {mote 
Fob himfelf with fore Boyls from the Sole of 
his Foot unto his Crown. In the Mew Teffae 
ment we find a large Account of thofe that 
were poflefs’d of Evil Spirits, many of them , 
were at once in the Man quoted before, whom 
they render’d unconfinable by. any Chains, 
aintameable by Men, and how they made him 
mifufe and torture his own Body, I need-net 
again repeat: But thefe being caft out of him | 
by our Saviour, begg’d to be permitted to en- 
ter the Herd of Swine, in Number about 
2000, and having obtain’d the defir’d Leave, 
they hurry’d them into the Sea, where they 
were all drowned. Things furely as ftrange 
and unaccountable are thefe as any in our mo- 
dern Witchcraft ; and therefore, if any will full 
pam that it is either Irrational or Impious to 

lieve Witches upon thefe Accounts, they muft 
fay, if they will be true to their own Afferti- 
ons, that it is equally fo, to believe Scripture. _ 
But our Author hath another Argument fill 
she) The Vanity and Falfene/t off 

y, (fays he) The Vamity and Patfene/s 
their Omlaien, who believe there are Witches, ap- 
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33 
pears from nothing more than from this, that it 

cribes to the Devil an Omnipotent Power ; 
infomnch, that no Rational Man, by the Light of 
Reafon, fhall be able to tell, from the Hiftory of — 
the Gofpel, whether our Saviour bimfelf were a 
Witch or no. Tothis I anfwer, That we who 
believe Witchcraft, do by no means afcribe to 
the Devil an Omnipotent Power, or believe 
any fuch Thing refiding in him, no more than 
any that read the Scriptures and believe them, 
think that the Actions perform’d by the Devil, 
arid there recorded, de in the leaft countenance 
any fuch Almightinefs. As for our Saviour’s 
being a Witch, his own Anfwer to the Phari- 
fézs confutes it; it is well known, and there- 
fore I need not tranfcribe it, only it is plain 
that the Pharifees, who underftood Mo/es as 
well as the Sadduces, did think that Witchcraft 
was true, that is, that Men might perform ve- 
ry ftrange Things by the Affiftance of the 
Devil; and it is obfervable, that our Saviour 
commanded his Difciples to obferve what thefe 
4 Pharifees faid, tho’ not to imitate their Actions. 
However, our Saviour doth not think fit to 
argue again{t this Opinion of theirs, but,grant- 
ing it true, (and how far this may be urg’d for 
an Argument on our Side of the Queftion, I 
leave the Reader to confider) he proves he 
could not be fiich a one, becaufe it was plain 
he oppos’d the Devil, whom he efteem’d Poli- 
tican enough not to deftroy his own Kingdom. 
But what were bis Miracles, faith our Author, or. 
bow were they valued, if malicious Creatures with- 
out a Divine Commiffion enabling them thereto, can 
make Frogs and Serpents, raife the Dead, give 


Laws to the VVinds as to mention no more - 
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of thofe prodigious works afcrib’d unto the Devil 
upon the Account of VVitchcraft. I own that 
the Devil can do none of thefe mighty Things 
without a Divine Commiffion; nay, I think I 
may own, that he never was impower'd to per- 
form any fuch; that he never made Frogs or 
Serpents ; rais'd the Dead ; or any Works that 
are truly miraculous; if any fuch came to 
pafs by the Miniftration of his Agents, 1t was ‘ 
befide his Purpofe and Expectation ; thus have 
I already accounted for the Miracles of the 
Magicians, which were no more the Effect of 
his Power, than the Prophefies of Balaam, or 
the Sybils fince, of his Infpiration. So that our 
Saviour’s Miracles can never be pretended, with 
any Shew of Reafon, to be rival’d by the Ef- 
fects of Witchcraft. And as for the Devil’s 
giving Laws to the Winds and Seas, that nei- 
ther is his Province: However, when com-‘ J 
miilion’d, no doubt he may perform fome 
| ftrange Things by them; for underftanding 
il the Force of Nature beyond any Mortal, he 
may perform Actions very wonderful and fur- 
prizing to us, which are not therefore prefent- 
ly to be deem’d preternatural, fince we are far 
from knowing the utmoft Extent of Nature's 
Bounds, as I obferv’d before upon this adopted’ 
Principle of our Author. But who are they, 
pray, whom he accufes of Believing, that the 
Devil can command the Influence of the Sun, govern 
the Motion of the Stars, transform Men and Wo- 
men into Cats ¢ &c. If any believe this, Iam not 
of their Mind: But tho’ he cannot do this, the 
laft I mean, yet he may influence or poflefs 
Cats, Frogs, Serpents, €7c. as he once poflefs’d 
a Serpent to deceive Eve; as he me = 
odies | 
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Bodies of Swine, and drove them into the Sea ; 
as he poflefs’d the Bodies of Men, and govern’d 
their Organs fo, as torender them Dumb; to 
make others to {peak what he lifted: This 
Scripture gives us an Account of, and why 
it fhould be Omnipotence to do it, I cannot fee. 

Hence our Author proceeds to Hiftory and ~ 
Harangue; and in Purfuance of this Diaboli- 
cal Ommnipotency, introduces the Decree of 
the Council of Ancyra, which, becaufe he feems 
to think it to be to the Purpofe, I fhall confi- 


der. He tells us, one Manes reviv’d the Opi- 


nion of two Principles, firft embrac’d by Hea- 
thens, to wit, of two Gods, of which, one was 
Good, and the Author of all Good; and the 
other, Evil, and the Author of all Evil; 
now as the one was Omnipotent to Good, fo 
the other was to Evil. Now our Author feems 
to imagine, that the Evil Principle and our De- 
vil are the fame; whereas had he confider’d, 
he might have obferv’d, that thofe that believe 
the Evil Principle as a God, have quite another 
Notion of him, than we, from Scripture have 
of the Devil; fo that what heis upon can be no- 


thing even to his own Purpofe. But to go 


on: Afterwards, it feems one Pri/cilian em- 
brac’d the Opinion of Manes ; and the Coun- 
cil of Ancyra, efteeming, perhaps, their Evil 
Principle, our very Devil,and a real Exifting 
Being, made the following Decree againft the 
Opinion, which, as Tranflated by our Author, 
runs thus, If any one believes, that the Devil can 
Form, or make any Creatures, or that the Infernal 
Spirit, by the means of bis own Power, can create 
Thunder and Lightning, and Rain, and Drowth,as 
Prifcillian bas ofivm’d, let bim be 
te 
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ted and Accurfed. To the Truth afferted here, That 
the Devil cannot do fuch Things, I willingly fub- 
{cribe ; but perceive not how it affects Witchcraft. Our 
Author goes on, Wherefore, if the Devil cannot —_ 
Tempefts by his own Sufficiency, he did no more in ¢ 
Cafe of Job, than, Elijah, or any mortal Man may do, 
when he veccives a Commifion from God. L 

Our Author hath chang’d the Terms, the Decree men- 
tions creating Tempefts, and he of raifing them: What 
he means by his own fuffciency deferves alfo an Expli- 
cation: It is poflible, God may have given the Devil a 
Power of raifing Tempefts by hisFormation,oras he made 
him a Spirit,and yet not have impower’d Man,who is of 
a different Make, to do the fame; fo that when Man doth 
fo, it muft be by Commiffion from God, whereas Per- 
miffion may be fufficient to the Devil to do the fame; 
fo that, contrary to the Author’s Inference, it appears, 
The Do&rine of Witchcraft doth not magnify the Diabo- 
lical Power beyond the due Proportion,nor favour of Prif- 
cillian, Manes, or the Heathen World, any farther than 
they embraced a very probable Truth. Thus, I think, I 
have prov’d, very plainly, That it is neither /rrational, 
nor Impious, to believe Witchcraft. Our Author pro- 
ceeds, Fifthly, to anfwer the Arguments of thofe, that 

defend Witchcraft: And the firft of thefe, he propofes 
to anfwer, is, what no one could well advance in the 
behalf of Witchcraft ; and which I agree with him doth 
not prove it, to wit, The Truth of thofe Accounts we 
have of flrange Things perform’d by invifible Agents, or 
Spirits; many of which he doth not Contradié, but 
feems to allow there may be fuch ; ‘and therefore, all I 
fhall obferve here is, that he is the firft, that Iam awate 

of, to have known, that, allowing the Stories of Appa- 
ritions, or Spirits playing mad Tricks ‘among us, hath 
wa acquiefced in the Opinion of the reallity of Witch- 
crait. 

The next, and firft real Argument, he propofes to Anf- 
wer, is, That the Perfons tormented by Devils,have fallen 
into their Fits at the Sight, or upon the Teuch of f{ufpe- 
died Witches, and that they have feen the [ufpeéed 
Witches in this or that place of the Room, when no 
ftander-by elfe could fee any Thing at all, &e. Why, 
Thefe Accounts are founded, faith he, partly in the Fug- 
fing Delufions of Confederated Impoftors, paftly in the 
frrors, or Kidiculous Miftakes of Vulgar Rumours. 

that 
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that fach a vaft Number of reputed Witches have been 

pat to Death, by means of Impoftors accufing People 
falfely, and becaufe foolifh Perfons talk’d /dely of 
thefe Matters: A very credible Account! But how doth 

he prove it? Why he begs your pardon for that; if you 
won’t believe him, you may enjoy your own Opinion. 

Well, but being in a better Humour than ordinary, he. 
will allow fome of thefe Accounts to be really True: 
And then in this Cafe, he is pleas’d to let us know, he 

fees no Reafon whereby to canclude there are fuch Beings 
as Witches, but rather, that thefe Spirits, who are fo 

Frolick and Gamefome in doing Mifchief, when they pera 

ceive Perfons fufpefed to have fet them at work, may on 

purpofe fo manage their malicious Tricks, as to confirm 

the Sufpicion, promote the Accufation, procure the Con- 

demnation of thofe Miferable Wretches, &c. This is hig 

Account of fome of the Pheenomenons of Witchcraft. 

But in Anfwer to this, I fay, It is very improbable, that 

God would permit the Devil fo to deceive Mankind, 

and impofe upon the Publick, to the Condemning of In- 

nocent Perfons to Death, by the force of his falfe Ac- 

cufations, whereby Mankind could have no defence a- 

gainft him, and confequently this would be more Unac- 

countable than any thing in Witchcraft can be preten- 

ded to be: Human Laws may reftrain People from a 

Commerce with him, or thefe not prevailing, the offen- 

ding Perfons may yet be brought to condign Punifhment: 

But what Laws, what Punifhments, could reach thefe 

Malignant Frolickfome Spirits? And what would be . 
dtranger ftill, thefe Spirits would be able to pet{wade 
the (ufpeéted Perfons themfelves, that, tho’ they knew 
themfelves wholly Innocent they were really concern’d 
in bewitching the Diftemper’d Perfon, that they employ’d 
thefe Demons,that they had a long Commerce and Con- 
federacy with them; this I fay would be more unaccoun- 
table than all the Appearances that have attended Witch- 
craft. However, I am glad the Author hath allow’d 
thus much, and own’d the Pobfiiility of the Devils tor 
menting Perfons in this manner, for thereby he hath 
moft evidently overthrown what ‘he before advanc’d, 
of the Irrationality and Impiety of believing Witchcraft 
fo that all muft pafs for non /criptum, as if there was 
no fuch thing faid, and that part of his Title ought to 
be eras’d which promifes fuc a Proof, ~ ane 
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_» The Argument, he next anfwers, is, Peoples falling 
ill, upon the Threatning or Curfing of the Perfon after- 

wards Sufpedted. The Subflance of what he fays to this, 
is, that it is no certain Proof. I grant it is not of its 
felf; but joyn’d with other Circumftances is very con- 

- fiderable. To fee a Man come out of a Houfe with his 
Sword and Hands all Bloody, is no Proof of a Murder 
committed, but if it fhould be afterwards found,that a Man 
was juft then kill’d in the Houfe and his deaths Wound» 
found to be made with a Sword, and if it were farther 
known, that this Perfon had born a Grudge againft the 
Deceas’d, I fuppofe no one would queftion, but this Man 
was the Murderer. This way of Arguing is therefore 
more Fallacy, and the Force of it confifts inthis; this 
Part is not the whole, therefore al] the Parts united are | 
not the whole, as if we fhould Argue, that the Body is 
not the whole Man, therefore the Body and Sou) is not 
the whole Man. 

The next and laft Argument he propofes to Anfwer, is, 
the Confeffion of Witches themfelves, To this he 
People by Tortures have been brought to confefs any 
fays, thing, their Tormenters have defired; and that . 
this is the Cafe of Witches. To whichI anfwer, fome 
have indeed been urg’d by exquifite Tortures to Confefs 
Crimes, they haye not been Guilty of, as thinking it 
more preferable to fuffer the Punifhment of a Crime 

. they never committed, than by the Continuance of Life 
at the Expence of undergoing infufferable Pain: but is 

- this, or was it ever the Cafe of Witches among us? If 
any know fuch, I freely leave them to lay -as little 
{trefs upon the Confeffion of fuch People, as they pleafe. 
But what will ourAuthor fay tothe Confeffions of fuch, 
who being under the Sentence of Death, which the ac-~ 
knowledgment of their Crimes could neither be fuppos’d 
to retard or haften? And of fuch there are many Infian- 
ces to be met with. Now, tho’ we may Sufpect the 
Truth of a Malefactor, who afferts his Innocence to the 
Laft Moment; yet furely never any queflion’d the Truth 
of a Criminal’s Confeflion, who own’d his Crimes and 
the Juftice of his Condemnation in this Seafon. Our 
Author feems to have been a ware of the Weaknefs of 
this Anfwer,and therefore endeavours to Corroborate it, 
with a quite differem account, to wit, That he is not to 
doubt but fome Foor Silly, Melancholy, old Wretches 
‘Dace really beliew'd themfelves Witches, and to be Guilty 
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of thofe Afions which not only their Foolifh Neighbours, 
but Men that are called Worfbipful have charged them 
with. He tells us, The Effeds of Melancholy are very 
ftvange, efpecially if heightned by Poverty or want of 
good Diet, by Ignorance, Solitarinefs,and old Age: Such 
People take their very Dreams to be real Vifions and 
Truths. Want of knowledge in the Art of Phyfick makes 
Men attribute meer Natural Diftempers to Spirits; nay, 
.Phyficians themfelves are in the Dark as to the abftrufer 
Diftempers of Human Bodies, efpecially fuch as arife 
ok Melanchally, To which I anfwer, that thefe 

itches generally are no fuch Melancholy Perfons, as 
our Author would reprefent them; they appear lively 
and bold; prefuming upon their Power of doing Mif- 
chief; they threaten upon all Occafions, and keep the 
Neighbourhood in fear of them, where they are; and 
give People reafon to fufped& them very early, from the 
Intemperance of their Paffion : So that our Author’s fine 
difcourfe on Melancholly,is nothing at all to the Purpofe. 
Befides, it is very ftrange to me that two Melancholy 
Perfons fhould fo happily jump together in their Fan- 
Cies, without any intercourfe with one another, as that 
the one fhould pofitively, even out of the Fits, Confirm, 
’ that the owes her Pains to fuch a Witch ; and the Per- 
fon fo accus’d, fhould own fhe did thus procure her 
Opinion, by means of a Familiar taking her fhape, 
to be thus Tormented, and yet all this to be meer Ima- 
‘gination. This indeed would be fomething more won- 
derful, than even Witcheraft it felf ever furnifh’d forth, 
As for the Phyficians Ignorance in difeafes arifing from 
Melancholy, furely that Art hath not been cultivated fo 
long, by as Sagacious Wits,as ever the World Produc’d, 
for them to be Ignorant whether a Diftemper be Natural, 
or the Effet of Diabolical Power. Diftempers wholly 
' wmaccountable, Appearances which plainly difcover ‘an 
Invifible Agent,are eafily diftinguifhable fure from thofe 
effeéts, which the Nature of Human Bodies is capable 
of Producing. And fuch Inftances have been fo Nume- 
rous, and fo Inconteftably evidenc’d as muft convince 
any, who have not refolv’d to fhut their Eyes againft 
the Brighteft Light, and harden their Hearts againft 
the moft evident Reafon. 


Our 


~ 
by 


= 


Author on; Sixthly,to thew by what meang 
this. Opinion of Witchcraft came into the World; bur. 
what hefays on this head, being all precarious, founded 
en unprov’d Suppofitions ; and I having fhew’d, that our 
Opinion is founded on the unerring Truth of Scripture, 
and the Continuance of it being fupported ‘by_Innyme- 
rable. matters of Fa&s among Chriftians, this I fhalt 
uppole 2a Sufficient Anfwer to what he fays on this 
ad, and I fuppofing I have made good the. Title of 
my Book, I here, with him, difmifs my Reader, 
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